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Nearly  half  of  the  milk  sent  to  67  of  the  68  Federal  order 
markets  is  cooled  in  farm  bulk  tanks.  This  is  shown  in  a  sur- 
vey that  covered  all  but  the  New  York-New  Jersey  order  market. 
About  one-third  of  the  milk  sent  to  Federal  order  markets  is 
covered  by  the  New  York -New  Jersey  order. 

Deliveries  in  cans  to  the  67  markets  may  be  expected  to 
drop  below  those  in  tanks  in  1958  if  the  trend  indicated  by 
the  survey  continues.  During  January  1958,  47  percent  of  the 
total  receipts  of  milk  in  those  markets  came  from  farms  using 
bulk  equipment.   (Table  1)  A  year  ago  33  percent  of  the  milk 
which  came  to  64.  of  these  markets  was  cooled  in  farm  bulk 
tanks. 

In  two  markets  covered  by  the  survey,  Southeastern  Florida 
and  Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City,  all  of  the  market  supply  of  milk 
came  from  farm  bulk  tanks.  In  seven  other  markets,  more  than 
90  percent  of  the  market  supply  came  from  bulk  tanks.  In  30  of 
the  67  markets  reporting,  more  than  half  the  total  market 
supply  of  milk  came  from  producers  who  had  bulk  tanks. 

The  average  daily  delivery  of  milk  per  producer  who  used 
bulk  cooling  equipment  in  the  67  markets  was  nearly  twice  the 
average  delivery  per  can  shipper  (Table  2) .  The  average  daily 
delivery  in  bulk  was  764.  pounds  compared  to  4.12  pounds  in  cans. 
Larger  producers  and  those  who  plan  to  expand  their  operations 
appear  to  adopt  bulk  cooling  more  readily  than  smaller  producers. 
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However,  the  bulk  cooling  system  is  used  by  producers  with 
relatively  small  as  well  as  large  operations.  The  size  of  bulk 
tanks  used  on  farms  gives  an  indication  of  the  range  in  volume 
of  output  per  farm.  In  53  markets  for  which  information  relative 
to  size  of  tanks  was  reported  (Table  3),  there  were  4.73  tanks, 
less  than  2  percent  of  the  total,  with  a  capacity  of  100  gallons 
or  less  and  3,774.  tanks,  14.  percent  of  the  total,  holding  less 
than  200  gallons. 

Since  in  most  areas,  truck  pick-up  of  milk  from  farm  bulk 
tanks  is  on  an  every-other-day  basis  the  100-gallon  tank  will 
accommodate  a  maximum  of  50  gallons  per  day,  the  output  of  a 
17  cow  herd  averaging  25  pounds  per  cow  per  day. 

Tanks  holding  from  200  to  4.00  gallons  were  most  commonly 
used  in  these  markets.  More  than  60  percent  of  the  tanks  for 
which  data  were  reported  were  in  this  size  group.  There  were 
3,005  tanks,  11  percent  of  the  total,  in  the  500  gallon  or 
larger  size  group.  Some  farms  had  more  than  one  500  gallon  tank. 

Haulers  not  affiliated  with  milk  companies  or  cooperative 
associations  of  producers  owned  more  than  half  of  all  tank 
trucks  in  56  markets  reporting  truck  ownership  figures  (Table  4,) . 
Milk  companies  and  cooperative  associations  of  producers  who 
do  not  operate  milk  plants  each  owned  about  the  same  number  of 
trucks,  14.  and  13  percent  of  the  total.  Cooperative  associations 
of  producers  operating  milk  plants  owned  8  percent  of  all  trucks 
and  individual  producers  owned  5  percent.  Farm  collection  of 
milk  in  most  markets  operates  on  a  daily  schedule  for  can  milk 
and  on  an  every-other-day  schedule  for  bulk  pick-up  (Table  5) . 

The  decision  to  convert  from  can  to  bulk  handling  of  milk 
has  come  about  in  different  ways.  Many  producers  or  handlers 
about  to  replace  or  expand  their  equipment  have  found  conversion 
to  the  bulk  system  a  relatively  easy  choice.  Where  can  hauling 
rates  become  prohibitive  and  buyers  are  no  longer  interested  in 
can  milk,  producers  must  either  get  bulk  tanks  or  quit  dairying. 

The  time  when  this  choice  had  to  be  made  has  come  fast  in 
many  areas.  A  survey  in  January  1956  showed  no  bulk  tanks 
supplying  the  Omaha -Lincoln-Council  Bluffs  market  but  in 
January  1958,  83  percent  of  market  receipts  were  from  farm  tanks. 
In  the  same  period,  the  number  of  producers  supplying  that  mar- 
ket dropped  by  560,  or  21  percent.  In  St.  Louis,  Louisville 
and  Eastern  South  Dakota  markets,  nearly  two-thirds  of  the 
entire  market  supply  shifted  from  can  to  bulk  delivery  in  the 
two-year  period.  Various  incentives  to  shift  from  can  to  bulk 
delivery  of  milk  were  offered  producers  in  these  markets. 
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In  most  areas  some  financial  inducement  in  the  form  of 
reduced  hauling  costs  or  a  premium  price  was  offered  producers 
delivering  from  bulk  tanks.  Premiums  ranged  from  zero  to  30 
cents  with  10  to  15  cents  being  the  most  common  rate.  Bulk 
hauling  charges,  where  they  were  below  can  rates,  were  usually 
5  to  10  cents  per  hundredweight  lower.  Purchasing  and  financial 
assistance  in  acquiring  bulk  tanks  was  provided  in  many  areas 
by  cooperative  associations  of  producers  or  by  milk  companies. 
These  incentives  undoubtedly  have  accelerated  the  shift  to  bulk 
tank  use. 

The  growth  in  use  of  bulk  tanks  has  come  during  a  period 
in  which  deliveries  of  milk  per  farm  have  risen  rapidly.  This 
survey  did  not  attempt  to  determine  the  extent  to  which  the 
increase  in  volume  of  output  per  farm  influenced  or  was  influ- 
enced by  the  conversion  to  bulk  tank  equipment.  It  was  observed, 
however,  that  in  markets  where  average  deliveries  per  farm  were 
high  the  percentage  of  total  market  receipts  delivered  from 
bulk  tanks  tended  to  be  high,  and  conversely  where  deliveries 
per  farm  were  low  the  percentage  of  total  market  receipts  from 
bulk  tanks  tended  to  be  low. 

In  52  of  the  67  markets  the  average  delivery  per  producer 
using  bulk  cooling  was  600  pounds  or  more  per  day  whereas  the 
average  shipment  in  cans  exceeded  600  pounds  in  only  four  mar- 
kets. Average  delivery  daily  per  can  shipper  was  under  4.00 
pounds  in  30  markets.  In  no  market  did  the  average  daily 
delivery  per  producer  using  bulk  equipment  fall  below  400  pounds. 
Expressed  in  other  terms,  in  those  markets  where  the  average 
delivery  of  milk  per  producer  was  less  than  5  ten-gallon  cans 
per  day  there  were  relatively  more  can  shippers,  whereas  in 
markets  where  average  deliveries  exceeded  the  equivalent  of 
7  cans  there  were  more  producers  with  bulk  equipment. 

Federal  milk  market  administrators  report  that  when  a 
handler  converts  to  bulk  handling  he  often  tells  his  producers 
that  on  and  after  a  date  a  few  months  in  the  future  he  will  no 
longer  accept  milk  in  cans.  Many  handlers  are  now  in  the 
intermediate  stage  where  they  are  maintaining  facilities  to 
receive  milk  in  cans  and  in  bulk.  Such : handlers  are  expected 
•to  encourage  all  producers  from  whom  they  purchase  milk  to 
acquire  bulk  cooling  equipment. 


-  4  - 


Table  1. — Percent  of  total  producer  deliveries  of  milk  from  producers 
having  farm  bulk  cooling  tanks  as  reported  in  Federal  order 
markets,  for  January  1956,  1957,  and  1958 
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Bulk  as  percent  of  total 

deliveries 

Market          ~ 

• 
i 

1956 

• 
• 

: 

1957    ! 

1958 

: 
NEW  ENGLAND              ; 

Percent 

> 

: 

Percent  : 

Percent 

Boston               j 
Merrimack  Valley       . 
Springfield 

<■  Worcester            . 
Fall  River 

;    8.4 

i   10.8 
!   28.3 
;   33.4 
i   48.3 

t 

• 
• 

: 
: 

• 
• 

12.3    i 

15.4 

45.1 

44.2 

59.9 

1   20,6 
.   19.2 
.   58.7 
;   55.7 

.   81.0 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC            i 

Philadelphia 

t   5.3 

t 

7-4  1/ 

.   10.6 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC            j 

> 

Wilmington            ! 

Wheeling 

Clarksburg 

Tri-State  Area 

Bluefield 

Appalachian 

Southeastern  Florida 

:    

i   3.9 
"   0 
!    0 

!     

:   13.7 

* 

* 
• 

• 
• 

• 

* 

• 

16.6  1/ 
9.5  " 
0 
4.6 

29.8 

28.0 

1   21.2 
:   20.0 
:    0 
:   10.3 
:   62.9 
J   55.1 
:  100.0 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

i 

Eastern  Group_ 
Cleveland 

Akron-Stark  County 
Upstate  Michigan 
Muskegon 
Detroit 
Toledo 

North  Central  Ohio  Area 
Dayton-Springfield 
Columbus 
Cincinnati 

> 

i 

:   1.4 

!   5.6 

!     0 
• 

I    1.8 
:   18.3 
i   17.7 
!     .6 
i    8.2 

• 
• 

: 

• 
• 

• 
• 

• 
« 

• 
• 

• 
• 

t 

« 
* 

• 

• 

6.1 
11.8 

4-4 

0 

11.6 
16.9 
26.1 
38.6 

6.9 
21.8 

:   12.1 
J   24.3 
!   35.2 
:   49.0 
:   24.5 
:   34.8 
:   47.0 
:   53.4 
:   19.5 
s   34-2 

Western  Group_ 
Fort  Wayne 
Milwaukee 
Rockford-Freeport 
Chicago 
South  Bend-LaPorte 

: 

:    1.3 

:   39.6 

l   24.2 
:   20.2 

• 

: 

4 

• 

• 
■ 

• 
1 

0 

74.9 
65.7 
45.6 
43.3    i 

:    0 
i   88.5 
:   80.2 
i   59.1 
1   65.1 

1 

t 

■ 
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Table  1. — Percent  of  total  producer  deliveries  of  milk' from  producers 
having  farm  bulk  cooling  tanks  as  reported  in  Federal  order 
markets,  for  January  1956,  1957,  and  1958— -Continued 


'Bulk  as  percent  of  total  deliveries 

Market 

!   1956 

1957   : 

!   1958 

:  Percent 

Percent  i 

!  Percent 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group_ 

Duluth-Superior 

:    0 

16.3 

:   33.9 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul 

:    — 

61.8    i 

r   86.5 

Dubuque 

6.3 

23.8    j 

t   46.9 

North  Central  Iowa 

:    

: 

—    - 

!   94.-5 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 

s   77.  U 

• 
• 

91.3    : 

:  100.0 

Quad  Cities 

i      16.3 

: 

28.1    ] 

t   34.-5 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

*   24.-7 

• 
a 

80.7    ! 

:   87.6 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

s   71.3 

• 
• 

85.6    ; 

\      93.3 

Black  Hills 

:   52.0 

: 

74-4-    1 

t  %.l 

Sioux  City 

:    0 

0 

!     0 

Omaha-Lincoln- 

Council  Bluffs 

:    0 

37.5    i 

1   83.5 

Platte  Valley 

:    — 

—    : 

\      87.8 

Southern  Group_ 
St.  Louis 
Ozarks 
Kansas  City 
Neosho  Valley 
Wichita 
Southwest  Kansas 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville 

Paducah 

Knoxville 

Nashville 

Memphis 

Chattanooga 

Central  Mississippi 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group. 
Central  Arkansas 
Fort  Smith 

Oklahoma  Metrop.  Area 
Texas  Panhandle 


2.1 

3.7 

6.9 

2.4. 

4.2.6 

0 

26.9 

H.l 

.6 

15.4- 

4-5 


0 

9.2 

2.8 


50.1 
7.6 
13-9 
11.6 
77.8 
16.7 


89.1 
63.8 
12.4 
28.9 

1.7 
14.2 

2.3 


21.3 

0 
25.5 

7.0 


63.3 
30.2 
21.1 
12.9 
92.0 
24.6 


93.6 
53.3 
16.7 
55.5 
13.6 
28.7 
9.8 


32.1 

0 
37.0 
31.3 
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Table  1. — Percent  of  total  producer  deliveries  of  milk  from  producers 
having  farm  bulk  cooling  tanks  as  reported  in  Federal  order 
markets,  for  January  1956,  1957,  and  1958— Continued 


Market 


Bulk  as  percent  of  total  deliveries 


1956 


1957 


1958 


Percent 


Percent 


Percent 


WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL  -Con. 


Southern  Group_ 

New  Orleans 
*  Shreveport 

North  Texas 

Austin-Waco 

San  Antonio 

Corpus  Christi  Area 

Central  West  Texas 

3 
3 

: 

• 
« 

• 
• 

• 
• 

3 

• 
• 

.7 
1.5 

20.3 
15.5 

16.6    : 
31.2 
6.6 

1    .9    1 
1   13.1   i 
1   38.3    j 
'33.8    i 
1   16.8    i 
'   45.5    1 
!   20.4    j 

!    11.1 

t   30.6 
!   60.6 
:   53.1 
!   35.1 
i   59.6 
i   55.6 

MOUNTAIN 

3 

Central  Arizona 

3 

.   96.8    ' 

1   96.5 

PACIFIC 

• 

• 

Puget  Sound 
Inland  Empire 

* 
t 

3 

• 
• 

* 
* 

3 

81.0    ! 

:   84,.  5    i 

:    0 

!    90.0 

1   25.0 

TOTAL  (53  markets) 

17.4 

i   33.6    i 

p 

TOTAL  (64.  markets) 

3 

• 

• 

! 

'   33.3    1 

1   45.5 

TOTAL  (67  markets) 

3 

: 

! 

'                 1 

47.0 

1/  June. 
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Table  2. — Number  and  percent  of  producers  having  bulk  tanks  and  average  daily 
delivery  of- milk,  per  bulk  tank  producer,  compared  to  average  daily  delivery 
per  can  shipper  in  67  Federal  order  markets,  January  1958 


Market 

l    Bulk 
:  Number 

producers 
j  Percent 
:  of  all 
:  producers 

• 

• 
• 

« 
« 

Average  daily,  deliveries 

,  „,   j  Ratio  bulk 
Per  bulk  :  t0  can 

producer  .  producers 

NEW  ENGLAND               i 
Boston               i 
Merrimack  Valley       j 
Springfield 
Worcester 
Fall  River 

!  Number 

!   1,577 
i     128 

:    435 
i    296 
i     220 

i 

Percent 
!    14-5 

!     12.5 
!     42.7 
!     39.7 

66.3 

• 
• 

* 
« 

• 
• 

« 
• 

• 

• 
• 

Pounds 

588 
623 
736 
771 

1,002 

• 
• 

Ratio 

1.54 
1.67 
1.90 
1.91 
2.17 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 
Philadelphia 

1/ 

!    458 

t 

4 

5.8 

« 
• 

930 

• 
• 

1.91 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

: 

Wilmington  l/ 

* 

• 

54 

:   13.8 

• 
• 

973 

t       1.67 

Wheeling 

: 

156 

:    11.7 

« 

• 

519 

:   1.88 

Clarksburg 

m 
m 

0 

:    0 

• 
• 

0 

.    — _ 

Tri-State  Area 

* 
• 

98 

:     4-7 

• 
• 

643 

!    2.31 

Bluefield 

• 
• 

154 

1    56.8 

• 
• 

578 

.   1.28 

Appalachian 

• 
* 

309 

:    46.I 

2 

661 

t   1.43 

Southeastern  Florida 

V 

• 

94 

!   100.0 

• 
• 

11,567 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

• 
• 

Eastern  Group_ 

t 

• 
« 

Cleveland 

• 
« 

440   : 

!    5.5 

• 
• 

868 

s   2.35 

Akron-Stark  County 

• 
• 

298   , 

\         12.7 

: 

826   - 

•   2.20 

Upstate  Michigan 

: 

197   , 

:    36.4 

• 
■ 

404  ■ 

s    .95 

Muskegon 

: 

206   j 

:    36.5 

• 

• 

615   1 

s   1.67 

Detroit 

m 
• 

2,014 

1    16.7 

• 
• 

685   1 

\       1.70 

Toledo 

• 

389   i 

t    24.I 

X 

693   , 

:   1.71 

North  Central  Ohio  Area 

• 
• 

344   : 

i    28.8 

1 

675   i 

t   2.19 

Dayton-Springfield 

• 
• 

824   ! 

:    37.1 

645   ! 

!    1.94 

Columbus 

: 

180   1 

i    9.7 

877   j 

2.26 

Cincinnati 

• 
• 

687   1 

!    18.0 

562   ■ 

!   2.37 

Western  Group_ 

• 
• 

Fort  Wayne 

• 
• 

0   1 

0 

: 

0    ! 

,    — 

Milwaukee 

* 
• 

1,744   i 

83.2 

: 

785   j 

1   1.35 

Ro  ckf 0  r d -Fr e  epo  r t 

t 

185   j 

80.1 

: 

751   ! 

1.92 

Chicago 

: 

9,984   , 

;    48.7 

• 
* 

843    ! 

1.52 

South  Bend-LaPorte 

• 

• 

: 

538   i 

54.1 

• 

• 

* 

621  ; 

!    1.58 

Continued 

-  8  - 


Table  2. — Number  and  percent  of  producers  having  bulk  tanks  and  average  daily 
delivery  of  milk  per  bulk  tank  producer,  compared  to  average  daily  delivery 
per  can  shipper  in  67  Federal  order  markets,  January  1958 — Continued 


• 
• 

_Bulk  producers .  j 

Average  daily  deliveries_ 

i 

Percent  : 

Ratio  bulk 

Market 

• 
• 

Number   j 

of  all   : 

Per  bulk  J 

to  can 

• 

A 

producers  : 

producer  . 

producers 

« 
• 

Number   s 

Percent  : 

Pounds   : 

Ratio 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

: 

Northern  Group. 

• 

« 
• 

Duluth-Superior 

i 

311 

i    23.2   j 

i    491   1 

s   1.70 

Minneapolis-St.  Paul 

* 
i 

3,046 

1    83.7   s 

t    413   i 

:   1.25 

Dubuque 

• 
• 

87 

:    35.8   1 

817   j 

:   1.59 

North  Central  Iowa 

• 
• 

738 

:    92.1   1 

794   1 

:   1.47 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 

• 
• 

759 

:   100.0   i 

:    661   - 

, 

Quad  Cities 

« 
• 

246 

:    24.7   - 

789   ; 

!    1.61 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

: 

103 

:    82.4 

:    691   ; 

:   1.51 

Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 

• 
« 

297 

!     92.0    ! 

:    750   1 

;   1.22 

Black  Hills 

• 
• 

129 

:    90.2   , 

:    753   - 

;    1.72 

Sioux  City 

• 

t 

0 

:    0     i 

:      0 

,    _— 

Omaha-Lincoln- 

• 

• 

Council  Bluffs 

* 
• 

1,296 

:    72.1 

!     541   i 

i   1.95 

Platte  Valley 

• 
• 

316 

!    81.0   j 

:     64I 

:   1.72 

Southern  Group 

• 
• 

St.  Louis 

• 
• 

1,830 

:    48.I   1 

i    557 

-   1.86 

Ozarks 

• 
• 

196 

:    17.1   i 

:     684 

:   2.09 

Kansas  City 

• 
• 

421 

:    12.2   • 

!     843 

:   1.92 

Neosho  Valley 

: 

56 

:     7.5   - 

:     713 

1   1.83 

Wichita 

« 
• 

697 

:    85.4-   i 

:     650 

i   1.93 

Southwest  Kansas 

: 

55 

:    19. 4   1 

;     702 

1   1.36 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

• 
■ 

Louisville 

: 

1,765 

'        90.3   i 

534 

1   1.57 

Paducah 

: 

145   - 

'•        4.3.2   J 

i    457 

i   1.50 

Knoxville 

• 
■ 

85   ■ 

1    8.3   1 

1    932 

:   2.20 

Nashville 

• 
• 

4.86   1 

:    32.7   ! 

1    709 

1  2.57 

Memphis 

s 

103   1 

9.5   1 

1   1,053 

:   2.28 

Chattanooga 

• 
* 

157   ! 

19.5   1 

1     708 

:   1.67 

Central  Mississippi 

1 
1 

57   1 

:     5. A       '' 

1     668   1 

:   1.61 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

4 
• 

• 

Northern  Group 

: 

Central  Arkansas 

• 
t 

267   i 

;    26.8   j 

:    642   - 

1   I.46 

Fort  Smith 

« 
• 

0    ! 

:     0     j 

:      0   i 

;    — 

Oklahoma  Metrop.  Area 

* 
• 

587 

!     22.4.    ! 

:    744   1 

1   2.03 

Texas  Panhandle 

« 
• 

136   i 

23.4    1 

788   1 

1   1.49 

• 
« 

► 

; 

Continued 
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Table  2. — Number  and  percent  of  producers  having  bulk  tanks  and  average  daily 
delivery  of  milk  per  bulk  tank  producer,  compared  to  average  daily  delivery 
per  can  shipper  in  67  Federal  order  markets,  January  1958 — Continued 


Market 

1  _  -Bulk 
j  Number 

producers  

:  Percent 
:  of  all 

I  Average  daily,  deliveries_ 

i  n      1.  1,  i   Ratio  bulk 
.  Per  bulk    .  nan 
:         2  to  can 

• 
• 

producers 

.  producer 

:  producers 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL  -  Con. 

:  Number 

* 
• 

Percent 

2  Pounds 

:  Ratio 

Southern  Group_ 
New  Orleans 

:    170 

« 
• 

7.2 

:    599   j 

!   I.64. 

Shreveport 

5    126 

2 

25.1 

:    704.   J 

i   1.32 

North  Texas 

;   1,325 

• 
• 

42.4 

2    995   i 

!   2.09 

Austin- Waco 

:    179 

• 
9 

4.1.0 

2   1,098   i 

1      1.63 

San  Antonio 

:    111 

: 

21.9 

2   1,639   J 

i   1.93 

Corpus  Christi  Area 

203 

: 

42.7 

2   1,103   i 

s   1.98 

Central  West  Texas 

2^2 

• 
* 

39.7 

:   1,006   i 

1   1.90 

MOUNTAIN 

Central  Arizona 


431 


93.9   s   2,301   ;   1.81 


PACIFIC 


Puget  Sound 
Inland  Empire 

TOTAL  (67  markets) 


2,954. 
170 


4.2,291 


81.8 
18.2 


31.9 


725 
64O 


2.00 
1.50 


1/  1957  data  for  June. 
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Table  3. — Number  of  farm  bulk  milk  tanks  by  size,  53  Federal  order  markets, 

January  1958 


Market 


j_ Size  of_tank  XgallonsJ. 

•  •  «  *  «  o 

100-  \     150-  .  200-  .  300-  !  400-  !  500-  '.  Total 
less  .  199   !  299  1  399  '.  499  \   more  '. 


Number:  Number  : Number: Number: Number : Number: Number 


NEW  ENGLAND 
Boston 

Merrimack  Valley 
Springfield 
Worcester 
Fall  River 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 
Philadelphia 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 
Tri-State  Area 
Bluefield 
Appalachian 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Eastern  Group. 

Akron-Stark  County 

Muskegon 

Detroit 

Toledo 

North  Central  Ohio  Area 

Dayton-Springfield 

Columbus 

Cincinnati 

Western  Group. 

South  Bend-LaPorte 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 


32   i 

;  189   : 

i  394  ' 

:  410  ! 

-  300  ; 

:  252  : 

5   : 

:   15   i 

i   56  i 

:   23  ! 

i   17  : 

!   12  : 

30  1/j 

:   71   ■ 

■  133  . 

:  113  : 

:   62  i 

!   26  : 

4   i 

:   60  2/i 

I      99  : 

:   64  - 

i   35 

!    16  J 

0   : 

\      13 

:   62  ! 

i   45 

i   43 

s   58  : 

1,577 
128 

435  1/ 

278 

221 


0 
0 

4 
2 


0 

3 

12 

2 

0 
3 
0 
3 


27 


0 
10 
26 
22 


10 
19 

156 
40 
25 

100 

4 

105 


69 


0  : 
28  i 

O     * 

63  » 


123 


3  s 

31  * 

44  * 

112  : 


70  :   52  J   343 


:  73  :  104 

:  60  .  85 

:  692  :  719 

:  112  j  107 

:  184  :  94 

:  274  :  137 

:  23  :  49 

:  216  j  195 


1  t 
13 
16 
55 


62 
19 
310 
75 
19 
70 
56 
99 


2   s  163 


156  .   12  j   12 


1 

16 
21 
40 


50 
20 
155 
48 
22 

41 
48 
43 


10 


5 
98 

154 
294 


299 

206 

2,044 
384 
344 
625 
180 
666 


355 


Northern  Group. 

Duluth-Superior        1 

:   0   ! 

:   29   1 

:  131  : 

1    116 

!    29 

!    6 

!   311 

Minneapolis -St.  Paul    j 

:  78   i 

:  452   : 

:  759 

a,  103 

!   462 

:  192 

:  3,046 

Dubuque 

•   0 

0    ! 

:   24  i 

i   61 

:    0 

i    2 

:    87 

North  Central  Iowa      ; 

:   0   1 

.   17   . 

:  217  : 

!   245 

i  187 

I   72 

1      738 

Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City  1 

; 

•   30   ; 

:  114  i 

:  455 

:   76 

;   76 

:   759 

Quad  Cities           1 

!   0   : 

1   13   i 

:   84  1 

:   95  , 

1   34 

l       20 

s   246 

Eastern  South  Dakota 

0   : 

!   16 

26  1 

i   29  1 

!   19 

t    8  i 

i    98 

Sioux  Falls -Mitchell 

;   2   : 

!   18   1 

!   87  ! 

i  125  : 

i   45 

!    13  i 

:   290 

Black  Hills           ! 

i   2  i 

5   ' 

62  ! 

35  1 

1   17 

!     8  ! 

;   129 

Omaha-Lincoln-        1 

1 

- 

■ 

Council  Bluffs       1 

:  25 

!   184    . 

:  681  i 

!  256  ! 

:  120 

!    30  i 

;  1,296 

Platte  Valley         \ 

t   2  /i 

1 

:   30   ! 

:  190  ! 

r                              1 

:   47  1 

1          * 

:   31  i 

1   16  : 

:   316 

ContThuecI 
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Table  3. — Number  of  farm  bulk  milk  tanks  by  size,  53  Federal  order  markets, 

January  1958 — Continued 


Market 


Size_of  tank_  (gallons). 


10°-  I     }5r°"     \   222~  1  30°-  \  U°°-  \   50°"  \   Total 


less    199   ;  299    399  !  4-99 


more 


WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL  -  Con. 

Southern  Group. 
St.  Louis 
Ozarks 
Kansas  City 
Neosho  Valley 
Wichita 
Southwest  Kansas 


Number:  Number  : Number: Number: Number: Numbers Number 


0 
0 
0 
0 
100 
0 


92 

0 

4 

0 
225 

0 


915  : 

0  : 

51  i 

5  : 

200  : 

35  i 


54-9  « 

32  : 

122  : 

26  : 

100  : 

9  : 


183 

21 

100 

12 

45 

6 


91  i  1,830 


143 

144 

13 

27 

5 


196 
4.21 

56 
697 

55 


EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville 

Paducah 

Knoxville 

Nashville 

Memphis 

Chattanooga 

WEST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

^Northern  Group 
Central  Arkansas 
Oklahoma  Metrop.  Area 
Texas  Panhandle 

Southern  Group 
New  Orleans 
Shreveport 
Austin-Waco 
San  Antonio 
Corpus  Christi  Area 

MOUNTAIN 

Central  Arizona 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound  2/ 
Inland  Empire 

TOTAL  (53  markets) 


49 

4 
0 
1 
0 
2 


0 
2 

0 


85 
0 


s  4-73 


0  j 
2  t 

1  : 
0  : 


490 
6 
5 

32 
0 

23 


1 

4 
7 

4 
7 


896  . 

58  s 

21  « 

190  : 

10  : 

45  8 


10  j   25  : 

12  j  152  : 

2  :   12  j 


11  : 
35  s 
31  : 
11  : 
45  : 


233  : 

58  , 

27  s 

145  8 

32  8 

43  8 


101 

153 

36 


51  s 
29  8 
48  s 

13  8 

46  : 


70  : 

11  : 
20  8 
76  J 
33  8 

24  8 


64  : 

120  t 

39  : 


65  s 
23  : 
32  , 
13  : 
25  s 


27 
8 
13 
42 
28 
21  8 


6  : 

134  8 

47  8 


42  1 
35  s 
56  : 

64  s 

65  : 


:  1,765 
145 


86 
486 
103 
158 


206 
573 
136 


170 
128 
175 

105 
188 


5  :   37  :  106  :   85  j  186  :   420 

522  j  952  j  764  :  281  :  382  t   2,986 
Is   19  8   62  s   37  :   52  :   171 

.  H  m*m   g.* 1  ._  _  -*-.  _  .  1  -  _.  - 

3,301     88,868  87,822  s3,739  83,005  s27,208 


1/  Includes  20  size  IOO-I4.9. 
2/  100-199. 
2/  November. 
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Table  4.. — Number  of  tank  trucks  collecting  milk  from  farm  bulk  tanks  by  type 
of  owner,  56  Federal  order  markets,  January  1958 

:   Cooperative     : 
Milk  t       associations    :  Inde- 

com-  : of  producers  :  pendent 

panies:        :  Not    :  haulers 
1/  :°PeraJingsoperating:   2/ 
}_plants  _s_piants 


Market 


Other  :Total 
3/  s 


NEW  ENGLAND 
Fall  River 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 
Philadelphia 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 

Wilmington 
Wheeling 
Tri-State  Area 
Bluefield 
Appalachian 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Eastern  Grou£ 
Cleveland 

Akron-Stark  County 
Upstate  Michigan 
Muskegon 
Detroit 
Toledo 

North  Central  Ohio  Area 
Dayton-Springfield 
Columbus 
Cincinnati 

Western  Group_ 
Milwaukee 
South  Bend-LaPorte 

WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group 
Duluth-Superior 
Minneapolis -St.  Paul 
Dubuque 

North  Central  Iowa 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 
Quad  Cities 
Eastern  South  Dakota 
Sioux  Falls-Mitchell 
Black  Hills 
Omaha-Lincoln- 
Council  Bluffs 
Platte  Valley 


Number :  Number  :  Number  :  Number  : Number: Number 

■ 

0   :    L       :   0  :   14 


10  : 


U    • 


3 
7 
2 

4 
2 


2 
1 
3 
2 
8 
0 
7 
11 
1 
5 


0 
2 


0 


0   I 


0 

0 
0 
0 
0 


0 
0 
0 
5 

12 
0 
0 
2 
0 

10 


0   : 


0 
0 
0 

4 

12 


3 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 


0 
0 


4 
34 


25 
18 
3 
2 
68 
22 
11 
25 
12 
21 


80 
31 


1  «   39 


0 
0 

0 
0 
0 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


5 
8 
7 
8 

U 


30 
19 
7 
9 
SB 
22 
18 
3B 
19 
36 


80 
33 


5 

• 

3 

: 

0          ! 

2 

t 
• 

0 

:       10 

1 

* 
• 

0 

t 

0        1 

!         75 

: 

0 

:       76 

1 

i 
1 

0 

t 

0       : 

1          U 

1 

0 

:         5 

7 

: 

0 

t 

U      1 

\        15 

: 

0 

:       36 

0 

• 
* 

0 

t 

28        : 

6 

• 
* 

0 

:       34 

0 

• 
i 

3 

t 

0        1 

!           9 

i 

0 

:      12 

1 

: 

2 

• 
• 

0        i 

!             2 

1 

0 

s        5 

0 

• 
• 

0 

• 
• 

0        j 

1         12 

• 

• 

0 

:       12 

0 

: 

0 

t 

A       1 

t           0 

1 

1 

:         5 

0 

• 

• 
m 

0 

• 

0 

\         46 

* 

• 

• 

0 

:      46 

0 

* 
• 

0 

• 

6       : 

t          5 

: 

0 

:      11 

W 

*«   9-  «e 

—  — 

2$  ■« 

»    a    »    js 

cm    tm    5=     1— 

a  9 

es    ss 

as  s  ss  s 

Continued 
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Table  4.. — Number  of  tank  trucks  collecting  milk  from  farm  bulk  tanks  by  type 
of  owner,  56  Federal  order  markets,  January  1958 — Continued 


• 
• 

Cooperative     1 

i 

1 

Milk 

: 

associations    1 

;  Inde-   j 

1 

Market 

com- 

« 
• 

_of  £rodu 

cers  __  _j 

i  pendent  i 

Other  j 

Total 

:panies:     ■.,   :  Not    j 
«  1/  Operating  ;operating. 

:  haulers  i 
'   2/    ! 

2/  J 

1 

: 

pianxs 

:  plants  i 

1 

1 

Con. 

:» 

fumbe] 

n  9 

Number 

* 

Number  i 

•  Number  \ 

Number \ 

Number 

WEST  WORTH  CENTRAL  - 

Southern  Group_ 

St7  Louis"" 

2 

9 

0 

• 

0   . 

0   , 

,       0  , 

2 

Ozarks 

0 

9 

9 
# 

5 

• 
• 

4   i 

1      0    ; 

I  0  i 

i    9 

Kansas  City 

2 

* 
• 

5 

: 

15   , 

i    5   : 

t  0  . 

t   27 

Neosho  Valley 

2 

: 

4 

* 
• 

2   : 

t    0   , 

t  0  . 

8 

Wichita 

0 

s 

3 

: 

0   1 

;    22   - 

:   2  . 

,   27 

Southwest  Kansas 

3 

X 

0 

: 

1   i 

!      0    , 

!   0  , 

i   4 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville 

2 

0 

s 

0 

i    70 

!    0   ! 

:   72 

Paducah 

0 

0 

: 

8   i 

5      0    ! 

!    0   ! 

:    8 

Knoxville 

0 

0 

U       i 

!      0    1 

1    2   i 

:    6 

Nashville 

: 

6 

0 

0   : 

1        23   i 

1    0   ! 

i   29 

Memphis 

t 

0 

1 

2 

1      7    ! 

!    0   ! 

!   10 

Chattanooga 

1 

5 

3 

0   j 

!      1    ! 

!   0   ; 

t       9 

Central  Mississippi 

9 
9 

3 

0 

: 

0    ! 

1    0 

i   0 

!    3 

WEST  SOOTH  CENTRAL 

t 

Northern  Group_ 

: 
: 

"  Central""Arkansas 

• 
0 

0 

s 

0 

* 

7   , 

1  0  , 

1   9 

Oklahoma  Metrop. 

Area 

m 
• 

5 

• 

1 

: 

23   1 

:    0 

1   4  , 

i   33 

Texas  Panhandle 

• 
• 

0 

: 

0 

• 
a 

0 

1         0 

1   7 

1    7 

Southern  Group 

: 

New  Orleans 

t 

1 

0 

• 
• 

0 

5      4    - 

!    0 

!    5 

Shreveport 

m 
9 

2 

0 

• 
• 

0 

!      5 

!    0 

t   7 

North  Texas 

S 

2 

5 

9 
9 

10 

1   49 

I   0 

8  -J66 

Austin-Waco 

S 

8 

0 

9 
9 

0 

!      2 

1   0 

8    10 

San  Antonio 

* 
• 

0 

0 

t 

0 

1    5 

:  32 

5   37 

Corpus  Christi  Area 

: 

6 

0 

9 
9 

0 

:     7 

8   6 

8   19 

Central  West  Texas 

• 
« 

0 

0 

9 
9 

11 

8     7 

:   0 

8   18 

MOUNTAIN 

: 

Central  Arizona 

• 
• 

19 

• 
• 

1 

9 
■ 

1 

!     11 

8   6 

8   38 

PACIFIC 

Puget  Sound 

: 

23 

• 
• 

38 

: 

1 

!    36 

:   0 

1   98 

Inland  Empire 

• 
• 

2 

: 

4 

* 
* 

0 

1    1 

5   0 

!    7 

SB 

=  ss  : 

:  ss  as  ss 

S5  S 

ss  ss  —  is 

ss  ss  ss  ss  ss 

SS  SB  SS  3 

S  SS  ss  ss 

TOTAL  (56  markets) 

* 
• 

182 

s 

107 

• 
• 

167 

:   797 

8   61 

<1,314 

1/  Not  cooperatively  owned  by  producers. 

2/  Not  employed  by  milk  companies  or  cooperative  associations  of  producers. 

3/  Mostly  producer  owned. 
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Table  5. — Percent  of  routes  collecting  milk  from  farms  on  daily  or  other  than 
daily  basis,  62  Federal  order  markets,  January  1958 


j 


Market 


NEW  ENGLAND 

Boston 

Merrimack  Valley 
Springfield 
Worcester 

MIDDLE  ATLANTIC 

Philadelphia 

SOUTH  ATLANTIC 


Bulk  routes 


Can  routes 


_  _  ±i 

t  s  Every  :      :s      :  Every  : 

j  Daily  :  other  :  Other  : j  Daily  %   other  j  Other 

i'_-m 1  day.  _  j, j.: *_d§y '• 

:Per cent {Percent :Percent::Percent:PercentsPer cent 


1  j  99 

—  :  100 


1-4  i 
3     t 


10 


83 
90 


90 


3  : 


99 

• 
a 

1 

: 

95 

t 

5 

* 
* 

100 

• 
• 

— 

s 

90 

• 
• 

10 

j 

100 


«■»«»     * 


Wilmington  : 

Wheeling  j 

Tri-State  Area  : 

Bluefield  : 
Appalachian 

EAST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Eastern  Groug 

Cleveland 

Akron-Stark  County 

Upstate  Michigan 

Muskegon 

Detroit 

Toledo 

North  Central  Ohio  Area 

Dayton-Springfield 

Columbus  j  — 

Cincinnati 

Western  Groug 


100 
96 
100 
100 
100 


—  t 

—  : 


100 
96 
100 
100 
100 


10 

t    90 

< 
< 

> 

2 

100 

— 

.  :  100 

* 
i 

— — 

: 

95 

.__ 

:  100 

s 

89 

... 

:  38 

• 
• 

62 

1 

:  99 

•  — 

t 

100 

1/ 

:  100 

!/• 

:  — 

• 
• 

100 

2 

:  97 

l    1 

• 
• 

99 

.— 

:  100 

>  — 

• 
• 

100 

._. 

:  100 

;  —.- 

• 
• 

100 

— 

:  100 

> 

« 

100 

:  — 


11 


*       MM 


Milwaukee 

Rockford-Freeport 

Chicago 

South  Bend-LaPorte 

i     100 
:   98 
s   67 

• 

s  53  g/:  —  : 

s   2   j  : 

:  33  t     —  : 

'-                    '        1 

100  t 
100  i 
100  : 
100  : 

£ 

: 

Continued 
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Table  5. — Percent  of  routes  collecting  milk  from  farms  on  daily  or  other  than 
daily  basis,  62  Federal  order  markets,  January  1958 — Continued 


Market 


Bulk  routes 


:  j 


Can  routes 


Daily 


Every 
other 
£av. 


:  Other 


Daily 


Every 

other 

_day_  _ 


Other 


Percent jPercentsPercentssPercentsPercentsPercent 


WEST  NORTH  CENTRAL 

Northern  Group_ 

Duluth-Superior 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul 
Dubuque 

North  Central  Iowa 
Cedar  Rapids-Iowa  City 
Quad  Cities 
Eastern  South  Dakota 
Sioux  Falls -Mitchell 
Black  Hills 
Sioux  City 
Omaha-Lincoln- 
Council  Bluffs 
Platte  Valley 

Southern  Group_ 

St.  Louis 
Ozarks 
Kansas  City 
Neosho  Valley 
Wichita 
Southwest  Kansas 

EAST  SOUTH  CENTRAL 

Louisville 

Paducah 

Knoxville 

Nashville 

Memphis 

Chattanooga 

Central  Mississippi 


4-0 

100 

2 


12 


100 

100 

60 

98 
100 
100 
100 

88 


100 
100 


J  

:   75  ! 

!   25   , 

.  _-._ 

.   100   j 

;  —  : 

c - 

.   100   - 

J  

i   100   j 

i  —  : 

•   — —    , 

|   100   | 

■  — — —  „ 

•  - — 

.   100   j 

,    _-- 

- — 

I  10°  1 

:  —  t 

•  . 

I   100   . 

:  ! 

!   10° 

,  —  . 

c 

1       i 

, 

100   . 

—  . 

* 

!   10° 

.  100 

,   100  . 

- — 

l  100   | 

,   - — 

100   . 

o 

.  100 

.   - — 

.   100   . 

.   — _- 

;   100 

, 

100   . 

i     

.  100 

— - 

!    75  . 

« 

l  100 

:  i 

;     100    . 

25 


!     k       ! 

:   96 

t 

:    23  : 

.   

j  100 



;    100   j 

2  j 

!   90 

8  ; 

:    H     : 

.   —   , 

;   100 



.   100  j 

*   — -   J 

;   100 

— 

;    100   j 
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Table  5.—  Percent  of  routes  collecting  milk  from  farms  on  daily  or  other  than 
daily  basis,  62  Federal  order  osarkets,  January  1958 — Continued 
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1/  Less  than  0.5  percent  daily,  remainder  every  other  day. 
2/  Includes  all  schedules  other  than  daily. 


